sion process "cannot possibly predominate as the realignment source." I wholeheartedly agree. What I find peculiar about these comments is the conclusion that they somehow indicate that the deck has been stacked for mobilization. What Erikson and Tedin have done is to outline the very rationale for the mobilization hypothesis. It is easy to imagine that new voters would be more affected by realignment politics than truly established voters. The argument that a realignment is produced by mobilization is a reasonable argument. To suggest that an argument is eminently reasonable is not to discredit it. It is not even to challenge it.
